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REMARKS 

No amendments to the claims are presented in this response. Claims 1-12 remain pending in 
the instant Application and are presented for the Examiner's reconsideration in light of the following 
arguments. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
The Examiner has indicated that Claims 4-6 are aUowable if rewritten in independent form, 
including all limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Applicants thanJc the Examiner 
for this determination. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. S 1 03 

Claims 1-3 and 7-12 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Demeter, U.S. Patent 
No. 3,239,367. Applicants' arguments made previously with respect to the Demeter reference remain 
in effect but will not be repeated for the sake of brevity. Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection 
for the following additional reasons: 

1 . Applicants* Claim 1 requires, inter alia, that the adhesively coated web pass between the 
surface of the roll and belt within the contact region so that the adhesively coated web is cooled to a 
third temperature that is different from the first temperature. 

2. The Demeter reference is concerned with the transfer of a plastic layer from the roller 5 to 
the carrier. (3:65-66) The plastic present upon roller 5 is never disposed upon the carrier while the 
carrier is intermediate the roller 5 and the belt or steel strip 6. The carrier disposal, intermediate of the 
roller 5 and the belt or steel strip 6, is not an adhesive coated web as claimed by Appliants. 

3. In fact, the Demeter reference states that it is a disadvantage for the plastic present upon 
the roll to cool because the carrier then does not completely take up all the plasdc from the roller 
surface since a resin foil of a thickness of one to two hundredth of one mm. remains on the latter, and 
hardens after a time on the roller surface and further layers then adhere thereto. (3:30-36) 

4. Thus, the Demeter reference requires heating the carrier 2 and the plastic present upon 
roller 5 in order to provide good impregnation of the plastic onto the carrier. (3:74 - 4:2) 

5. Thus, it can be seen that the Demeter reference never intends to provide an adhesively 
coated web to pass between the surface of the roll and belt within the contact region in order to 
effectuate cooling of the adhesively coated web. Demeter requires heat in order to produce a plastic 
coated carrier. Thus, the Demeter reference teaches away from what Applicants claim as the instant 
invention. 
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Because of these considerations, the Demeter reference leaches away from and does not 
suggest Applicants* apparatus for aiding the removal of an adhesively coated web disposed upon the 
surface of a rotating rolL The Demeter reference fails to disclose, teach, suggest, or render obvious 
every recited feature of Applicants* Claim 1. Because dependent Claims 2-12 all depend directly or 
indirectly from Applicants' independent Claim 1, they contain all of its limitations. For this reason. 
Applicants submit that the arguments made above concerning allowability of Claim 1 are equally 
applicable to the rejection of Claims 2-12 herein under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). Applicants thereto 
respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of the Examiner's 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) to Claims 1- 
12 herewith. 



Based on all the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that each of Applicants* remaining 
claims is in condition for allowance and favorable reconsideration is requested. 

This response is timely filed pursuant to the provisions of 37 C.F.R. §1.8 and MJ*.E.P. §512. 
If any additional ch£irges are due, the Examiner is authorized to deduct such charges from Deposit 
Account No. 16-2480 in the name of The Procter & Gamble Company. 



Conclusion 




Bp: Peter D.Meyer 
Attorney for Applicant(s) 
Registration No. 47,792 
(513) 634-9359 



August 13, 2004 
Customer No. 27752 
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